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Special Announcement Medi@ttac 

Next week during the ESF, the Sand in the Wheels will become a daily newsletter. After Porto Alegre, after 
Doha and after Genoa, after many more international events we will cover the ESF (articles, photos, audio 
interviews) thanks to an international team of ATTAC volunteers from Austria, Germany, Belgium, 
Switzerland, France and Italy. Starting Wednesday 06 November follow the ESF live from www.attac. info/fse 
1- All Men and Women of Florence: Our Europe begins here! (By Claudio J ampaglia) 

After Porto Allegro and the second World Social Forum we have decided to pave the way for the first 
continental Forum, in order to start building the world we know is possible and to which we are all 
committed. 

2- Everyone to Florence! (By Granello di sabbia) 

How? What? Who? When. Many questions. Many answers in this article. The first edition of the European 
Social Forum is being held in Florence from November 6th to 10th. 

3- Unions Lend Voice to Anti-War Opposition: AFL-CIO: ‘War is the Last Option, Not the 
First’ (By Chris Kutalik) 

On October 7 AFL-CIO President John Sweeney wrote to Congress about Iraq. Sweeney’s letter has a feeling 
of “on the one hand/on the other.” For example, he writes, “America certainly has the right to act unilaterally 
if we need to do so to protect our national interests, but the AFL-CIO strongly believes that our national 
interests are better protected by multilateral action.” 

4- Collective Security is Working (by Jeremy Brecher) 

As an American, | would like to thank all those people and countries around the world who are helping to pull 
my country back from the brink of war. And | want to assure you that your efforts are having a big impact in 
the United States. 

5- What is the world war against terror turning over? (The operation against Iraq) (By 
Arzu Abdulayeva) 

Saddam is dictator, but no more, than Geydar Aliyev, with whom the USA co-operates. The populations of 
the Moslem countries see the moral relativism of the West and do the according conclusions. The west plaid 
the master in Asia and Africa for several ages. The populations of these continents search the origin of their 
current problems in the heritage of colonialism. Does now begin the new era of neocolonialism? 

6- Greenhouse Gangsters vs. Climate J ustice (By Kenny Bruno, J oshua Karliner & China Brotsky) 
As we hurtle into the twenty-first century, oil is still King. But it does not rule benevolently. Rather, the reign 
of those who control the politics of petroleum continues to undermine democracy while fostering human 
rights violations and environmental disasters across the Earth. This article, extracted from a Corporate Watch 
report with the same title, while identifying big oil as a major contributor to climate change - a global 
problem that looms larger than perhaps any before it - also proposes solutions to replace the reign of 
greenhouse gangsters by climate justice. 
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Europe begins here! Forum we have decided to pave the way for the first 

continental Forum, in order to start building the 
By Claudio J ampaglia world we know is possible and to which we are all 
Translation. Nerida Burton. coorditrad@attac.org committed. We have tried to draw in and encourage 
volunteer translators (*) to participate from all over Europe, hundreds of 


associations, networks, organizations, NGO's, to 
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discuss participate and coordinate the initiatives and 
campaigns that make of Europe a place for 
citizenship and participation. We stand against 
social exclusion, against the fortress state closed to 
the rights of migrants, against war and for turning 
the page, for a social Europe, for alternate 
economics and for broadening of rights. 


For six months we have pledged on this great 
wager, to build a forum that can propose to Europe 
different ways to recover its soul, civil, democratic 
and peace-loving. We have succeeded in involving 
hundreds of associations and networks of countries, 
from the east, the Balkans, from the Near East and 
from all of Europe. This work has taken us to meet 
and build the Forum in a public and participatory 
manner in London, Vienna, Brussels, Salonika and 
Barcelona. 


Now ,a campaign of irresponsible alarm seeks to 
compare the counter-summit at the G8 of Genoa 
2001 with the European Social Forum, with the 
clear aim of impeding or adjourning the forum, 
because a participatory Europe basically scares 
them. In Florence there aren't any _ illegitimate 
summits to contest, nor red zones to infringe, there 
are no enemies. The city is making an enormous 
effort to greet us and meet us. The project of 
"Florence Open City" and of other subjects, all 
associations, Catholic and lay, the local institutions 
are participating and fully involved in this cause. 


The first European Social Forum is an absolute 
"first". It would be the first time that associations, 
unions, political organizations, NGO's and so on will 
say together what ideas of Europe, of citizenship, of 
rights and of peace they wish to take into all of the 
continent and beyond. We must find a way for 
everyone to defeat the climate of tension created 
artificially, by coming to Florence en masse, 
discussing and demonstrating peacefully together to 
the whole city. 


A very clear political motive exists because they 
want to keep us away from Florence, waving the 
ghosts of Genoa; neoliberalism is threadbare, it 
doesn't work, not economically nor socially. It seeks 
to invent for itself a war to clean up its own 
mistakes, while misery and exclusion develop into a 
crisis that is not accidental but is the crisis of a 
model of society guided by a " financialized" 
economy, kept apart by a few multinationals and 
international institutions, punishing for the people, 
social rights and alternatives. To keep us away from 
Florence means to be able to say once again that 
our reasons are important too but that we don't 
have political credibility and legitimacy, that the 
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only solution is the exclusive politics of the 
European Convention and a reformism that has 
sought to temper liberalism for years and that on 
these grounds has already lost all the social and 
electoral battles that it has faced. 


In Florence then, to say that Europe is antiliberal, is 
against war and against racism because we are 
building the ideas and the participation of Europe 
that will be, in spite of them. Because we are 
building the politics of participation and _ of 
differences. 


Everyone to Florence! 
Claudio J ampaglia 
Contact for this article. jampa@attac.org 


Everyone to Florence! 
By Granello di sabbia 


Translation. Lorraine Buckley. coorditrad@attac.org 
volunteer translators (*) 





The first edition of the European Social Forum is 
being held in Florence from November 6th to 10th. 
The ESF is part of the World Social Forum, the third 
edition of which will be held at the end of J anuary 
2003 in Porto Alegre, Brazil. 


The decision to hold meetings by continent was 
made by the International Council of the World 
Social Forum, which is the committee responsible 
for the organization of Porto Alegre. 


Apart from the ESF, there are other continental or 
regional dates scheduled for the coming months, 
including the Asian Forum and the Amazon Forum. 


The proposal to hold the European Forum in Italy 
was made unanimously by the Assembly of 
European social movements at Porto Alegre in 
January 2002. 


The title of the ESF is “A different Europe is possible 
- against neo-liberalism, war and racism”. 


The ESF is not a conference, although the 
programme includes a large number of debates. It 
will be the first continental meeting of social 
movements: a great opportunity for dialogue, 
discussion, mobilization and social struggle, for 
building European networks, promoting campaigns 
and initiatives. The objective of the Forum, which 
will not vote on any final document, is to strengthen 
the European alliance for peoples’ rights, against 
neo-liberalism and war. For now, about 20,000 
participants are expected. 
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ORGANISATION 


A European Work Group, which _ includes 
movements, networks and organisations from all 
European countries, East and West, is responsible 
for organising the European Social Forum. All 
organisations which recognise the World Social 
Forum Charter of Principles can take part in the 
preparatory phases. 

The European Work Group held plenary meetings in 
Brussels, Vienna and Salonicco. The last meeting 
took place in Barcelona on October 5-6. Hundreds 
of organisations, from Eastern and Western Europe, 
participate in these meetings, and _ other 
Mediterranean neighbours are also invited. 


The European Work Group is subdivided into the 
Programme group, Organization and Network 
Extension. 


Two similar Work Groups are handling the 
preparations for the ESF at Italian and at European 
level. 


In Italy the ESF Work Group comprises all the 
organisations and networks which participate in the 
World Social Forum, including: Social Forum 
Movement, Forum for Peace, Lilliput Network, Attac, 
Disobedience, Women’s World March, Lila (anti- 
Aids), Fiom-Cgil, Cobas, Sin-Cobas (trade union 
groups), ICS, Arci, Legambiente (environmental 
group), Tuscan Antagonist Movement, Rifondazione 
Comunista (political party), Left-wing Youth, 
Students’ Union, University Students’ Union, Young 
Communists, Blessed are the Peacemakers, 
Bastaguerra, Migrants’ Forum, Lunaria, CTM (Fair 
Trade), Sdebitarsi (debt _ relief), Balkans 
Observatory, Liberazione (daily), Carta (weekly), 
European Federalist Movement and many others. 
The European Confederation of Trade Unions (to 
which the Italian unions CGIL-CISL and UIL belong) 
will be an official participant at the Forum. 


PARTICIPANTS 


Activists, militants, voluntary workers and operators 
from all over Europe, East and West, will meet in 
Florence for five days. 


There will be coaches from Russia and all the Balkan 
states. Turks and Kurds will arrive together in the 
Turkish Social Forum delegation. All European 
countries will be represented, from Scandinavia to 
Portugal. The French and Austrian participants 
have already organised special trains. 
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The Southern shores of the Mediterranean will also 
send delegations, in particular from Palestine and 
Israel, aS well as from Africa, Asia, Latin America 
and the United States. 


WHAT WILL HAPPEN IN FLORENCE 


The official ESF programme includes three days of 
debates, cultural events, theatre, music, cinema, 
literature, public meetings with famous people from 
the cultural and showbiz world, exhibitions, as well 
as other events in Florence and the surrounding 
towns. 


A mass march against war will be held on the 
afternoon of November 9th. 


This date, already planned as an integral part of the 
ESF programme, has become the most important 
European anti-war demonstration. After the march, 
a big concert. We expect coaches and trains from 
all over Europe. 


Alongside the official programme, prepared in its 
entirety by the main Work Group, Florence will also 
host a large number of debates, meetings and 
various activities organised independently by 
individual organizations and coalitions, each of 
which has signed the pact of respect for people and 
the city. 


On the morning of Sunday 10th the European 
Assembly of Social Movements will take place, and 
they will discuss future meetings, rallies and actions 
as well as their agenda for the coming year. 


At the end of the Forum, the International 
Coordination group of the Porto Alegre Social 
Movements will meet and launch the Porto Alegre 
2003 programme. 


THE DEBATES 


After the opening, which will be mainly a cultural 
event on the evening of November 6th, the debates 
will start on the 7th. 


The core programme will be at the Fortezza da 
Basso, whereas the workshops and side events will 
be held in various Florentine structures and in 
neighbouring towns. 


Each day will be dedicated to special themes: Neo- 
liberalism, war, social and citizenship rights. 

Each morning there will be six simultaneous plenary 
sessions, dedicated to in-depth exploring of the 
themes of the day. 
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In the afternoons there will be a total of 150 
seminars run by organizations and networks and 
many totally independently-organized workshops. 


In the late afternoon of each day there will be 
several simultaneous plenary sessions, “Windows on 
the World”: chances to interact with political 
parties, unions and institutions, a discussion of 
possible alternatives. 


CULTURAL EVENTS 


During the Forum, Florence and neighbouring towns 
will host many cultural events, large and small, for 
participants and locals alike. 


Some of these are organised directly by the Forum 
- the opening, the big concert on Saturday night. 
Many others are set up and run by individual Italian 
and European organizations. 


The cultural events aim to draw in_ artists, 
intellectuals, writers, directors, showbiz 
personalities from Europe and beyond, to set up 
networks, to spotlight the productions of grass- 
roots culture, which are a growing and invaluable 
part of working towards a different world. 


NETWORK MEETINGS 

In addition to the European Social Movements’ 
Meeting on Sunday 10th, at the end of the Forum, 
in the area used for seminars there will be a series 
of meetings of European networks, both existing 
and in the making. Women, migrants, Rom, trade 
union reps, students, outcasts, solidarity with 
Palestine, ongoing campaigns, will have their space 
to meet, get to know one another, debate, get 
organized, make proposals and promote campaigns 
and actions. 


TRANSLATION 


All the plenary sessions in the morning and early 
evening will have simultaneous translation into 
many languages, including Italian. The afternoon 
seminars will also have simultaneous translation. 


The service as a whole is being covered by an 
international group of professional and volunteer 
interpreters, who are organizing it themselves. 
INFORMATION 


All info on the ESF can be found on the website 
www. fse-esf.org 
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ENROLMENT 


To be able to participate in the Forum, you have to 
fill out the on-line enrolment form and pay the 
appropriate fee. 


Fees can be paid online by credit card. 


Observers can also register with the ESF. Thereis a 
special enrolment form for journalists and media 
workers. 


ACCOMMODATION 


Three types of accommodation are available: free 
(bring a sleeping bag), budget and hotel. You have 
to make your choice when you enrol. 


The free accommodation with sleeping bags will be 
in small structures which local administrators and 
Florentine associations have made available. 
Sanitation is guaranteed. 


Budget structures are hostels, farmhouse 
accommodation and one-star boarding houses. 


There are several thousand beds temporarily being 
held in local hotels. 


Much of the budget and free accommodation will be 
in towns around Florence. Considering that 
Fortezza da Basso is 100 metres from the main 
railway station, and many of the towns have rail 
connections, people sleeping outside Florence itself 
will not have any problems. 


MEALS 


A budget canteen service will be available at 
lunchtime inside the Fortezza. We are making an 
agreement for the use of organic, fair trade and 
ethical ingredients. We are arranging special deals 
with restaurants, trattorias, pizzerias and canteens. 
Other associations will organise additional facilities 
to increase the number of people who can be 
catered for. 


WORKING AREAS 


1. The Public meeting Space 

The first sector can be defined a Public Space, 
meaning a place for free and open encounter 
between different positions. The spectrum of 
positions represented at the ESF is very broad and 
the different opinions, political and cultural positions 
of the movements will find their space in the debate 
launched by the morning sessions. These last from 
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9 until 1, on three main themes and proposals 
(Liberalism, War and Democracy/Rights), six 
sessions a day for a total of 18 debates on these 
themes. They are coordinated by members of the 
international movement and will include 
presentations not only by intellectuals but also by 
activists of the global movement. 


2. In-depth seminars 


The second part centres on the afternoon seminars 
(2.30-5.30 p.m.) About 150 are currently scheduled 
and are the opportunity to go in-depth into the 
morning’s subject and will constitute the broadest 
show of the movement’s variety and composite 
nature. But they are also, importantly, the tool for 
focusing on and boosting international campaigns 
and movement networks. Particularly pertinent are 
those scheduled to set up a European migrants’ 
movement, against war or against privatisation and 
to defend public services, which are a_ natural 
projection of the three main topics of the European 
Social Forum. But there are many more campaigns 
and proposals within the seminars : from 
participative democracy to anti-liberalist 
information; from the peoples’ UN to environmental 
seminars and those on the defence of natural 
resources; from those on education to those on 
temporary employment, and on labour; from 
women’s rights to the campaign against global 
institutions and on local alternatives to the 
privatisation of public services. 

3. Windows on_ the discussions and 
alternative proposals 


world, 


The third part of the forum is based on so-called 
Discussions, Alternatives and Windows on the 
World. In the discussions the movement intends 
compare ideas with political parties, unions and 
institutions: a very difficult and thorny process, but 
which we will try to always have. The alternative 
proposals will concentrate on three subjects: the 
relationship between public economy and social 
economy; participative democracy and, to discuss 
our methods , a confrontation between  non- 
violence, disobedience and social conflict . Finally, 
there will be five “Windows” on the rest of the world 
(Africa, Asia, Latin America, Mediterranean, Israel 
and Palestine), the sixth being on the role of 
religions in the criticism of globalisation. The third 
part is scheduled daily from 6 to 9 p.m. 


4. Movements’ events and assemblies 


The fourth work space is more movement-specific. 
It will concentrate on the First European anti-war 


page 5(5) 


Demonstration, planned for the afternoon of 
November 9th and for which hundreds of thousands 
of participants are anticipated, and on the Assembly 
of the European social movements which will close 
the Social Forum. At this meeting we will try to 
draw up the Agenda for the coming year and 
schedule the main events for the European 
movement in 2003. With our sights set on Porto 
Alegre (the 2003 World Social Forum, at the 
beginning of February), the G8 in France in J uly and 
on the second European Social Forum. 


Contact for this article. redazione@attac.org 





Unions Lend Voice to Anti-War 
Opposition: AFL-CIO: ‘War is the Last 
Option, Not the First’ 


By Chris Kutalik 


Immediately after the events of September 11 
many American union leaders and workers lined up 
in favor of a war on terrorism. Support for war 
remained fairly high across the board as U.S. forces 
entered into a quick military campaign in 
Afghanistan. 


But this consensus around increased military 
intervention has started to crack. In recent months, 
an increasing number of state federations, 
executive councils, local unions, ad hoc labor/anti- 
war groups, and other labor bodies have added 
their voice to opposition to plans for a new war in 
Iraq. 


On October 7 AFL-CIO President John Sweeney 
wrote to Congress about Iraq. Sweeney’s letter has 
a feeling of “on the one hand/on the other.” For 
example, he writes, “America certainly has the right 
to act unilaterally if we need to do so to protect our 
national interests, but the AFL-CIO strongly believes 
that our national interests are better protected by 
multilateral action.” 


But the letter came down on the side of no rush to 
war. “We must assure the sons and daughters of 
America’s working families that war is the last 
option, not the first, used to resolve this conflict 
before we ask them to put themselves in harm’s 
way to protect the rest of us,” Sweeney said. 


He also questioned Bush's timing: “It appears to 
many of our members that the sudden urgency for 
a decision about war and peace, an urgency, which 
did not exist a month ago, has as much to do with 
the political calendar as with the situation in Iraq. It 
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iS an apparent contradiction that there is no similar 
urgency to take action to address the economic 
crisis that is also inflicting immediate suffering on so 
many of our people.” 


WORKERS’ SPECIAL STAKE 


The executive council of Local 1199/SEIU, New 
York’s Health and Human Services Union, spoke 
more bluntly October 4: “America’s working families 
have a special stake in preventing another war.” 


Local 1199 represents about 220,000 healthcare 
workers in the New York area. The union urges 
working people to contact Congress and to build 
anti-war demonstrations. 


Local 1199 takes note of its tradition of anti-war 
action: “Our union was one of the very first to 
oppose the war in Vietnam, being at first a lonely 
voice that became a majority viewpoint as the 
carnage mounted up, and now we have an 


opportunity to prevent a_ catastrophe’ from 
beginning.” 
The union’s statement contrasts worsening 


economic conditions for workers with the newfound 
robustness of the military budget. The resolution 
points to the fact that increasing numbers of 
Americans are without health insurance (an 
estimated 41 million), while the Bush Administration 
increased military spending by $45 billion in 2002. 
The union blames this military push—in addition to 
tax cuts for the wealthy—for drying up budget funds 
“for job creation, health care, education and other 
essential human needs.” 


The statement goes beyond domestic issues to 
criticize the Bush Administration’s new policy of 
“preemptive war,” saying that “the policy would 
open up the world to international anarchy.” 


The resolution was followed by a full-page ad in the 
New York Times October 10, signed by 1199 
President Dennis Rivera. 


The state council of the California Federation of 
Teachers passed on September 21 a resolution 
similar in tone to 1199’s. The CFT, which represents 
100,000 teachers, stated that it “strenuously” 
opposed the war and urged members “to get 
involved with organizations working toward 
stopping the Bush’s administration’s march toward 
war.” 
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The resolution noted that a war “would further 
strengthen an administration that has restricted the 
civil liberties of its citizens.” 


Other national, state, and regional labor bodies that 
have opposed war in the past two months include 
the Washington State Labor Council, United 
Electrical Workers, New Mexico’ Carpenters, 
Wisconsin SEIU, Pride at Work, and several central 
labor councils on the West Coast and in New York 
state. 


FROM THE DOCKS TO IRAQ 


Many of the anti-war resolutions coming from 
unions have linked Bush’s foreign policy moves 
against Iraq to his domestic moves against unions. 

A September 10 resolution by Longshore (ILWU) 
Local 10 said that President Bush was using national 
security concerns as a way both to undermine that 
union’s contract negotiations and to “recruit unions 
to his war drive for oil companies.” 


Albany’s central labor council asserted in the same 
vein that “the Bush administration’s war drive has a 
domestic component” that threatens “to turn 
against the ILWU as an opening wedge against the 
entire labor movement.” 


In the Detroit area, the 480-481 Area Postal 
Workers local printed an anti-war editorial which 
argued the “no blood for oil” theme: “This war is 
about crude self-interest, and crude oil. Numerous 
sources have reported that the people Bush wants 
to put in power in Iraq will turn that country’s 
massive oil reserves over to American oil 
companies. That, and a desire for military and 
political domination of the region, are the real 
motives for Bush's war. 


“Let me ask you, when was the last time the oil 
companies did you a favor? Aren’t these the same 
companies that shamelessly doubled prices at the 
pump in the aftermath of 9/11? Should our 
brothers, sisters, children, and co-workers die to 
boost their profits?” 


[See Sweeney’s letter to Congress at www.aflcio.org 
under “Testimony. ”] 


Contact for this article. Marsha Niemeijer 
marsha@labornotes.org Published in collaboration 
with Labor Notes. ‘Labor Notes' is a monthly 
magazine based in Detroit, USA. We are committed 
to reforming and revitalizing the labor movement. 
We report news about the labor movement that you 
won't find anywhere else. News about grassroots 
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labor activity, innovative organizing _ tactics, 
international labor struggles, immigrant workers, 
and problems that some union leaders would rather 
keep quiet. Subscribe and receive a copy of ‘Labor 
Notes' in your mailbox! Subscription information can 
be found at our website at www. labornotes.org 





Collective Security is working 


By Jeremy Brecher. Historian and the author of 
twelve books including "Strike!" and "Globalization 
from Below" 


As an American, | would like to thank all those 
people and countries around the world who are 
helping to pull my country back from the brink of 
war. And | want to assure you that your efforts are 
having a big impact in the United States. 


Unfortunately, the claim that the Bush 
Administration is determined to make a pre-emptive 
attack on Iraq has been validated over and over - 
most recently by Colin Powell's assertion on the BBC 
that Washington might pursue "regime change" in 
Iraq even if the Iraqi leader complies fully with 
weapons inspections. 


Softening up bombing, the classic first phase of an 
invasion, has already begun. So has the transport of 
war personnel and materiel to the Persian Gulf 
region. The war marketing campaign is in full gear. 
To paraphrase Bertolt Brecht, "When the leaders 
speak of peace, the mobilization orders have 
already been given." 


The Bush team's meticulous planning had presumed 
UN and Congressional votes authorizing US attacks 
on Iraq by now, laying the groundwork for 
permission to use Saudi Arabia, Turkey, Pakistan, 
Jordan, and other countries as bases for attack. 
After President Bush's address to the UN, the US 
Congress was poised to overwhelmingly pass a bi- 
partisan resolution giving the President a blank 
check for war. 


But a funny thing happened on the way to the 
battlefield. For months people around the world 
have been expressing their outrage. Overwhelming 
majorities in almost every country except Britain 
and Israel opposed US plans. Politicians and 
national elites, while loathe to court the wrath of 
their patrons and protectors in Washington, have 
been even more terrified of the forces likely to be 
unleashed by the Bush Administration's irrational 
obsession. 
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The effects of this global opposition on the US have 
been greatly underestimated. There is broad 
support here for international efforts to deal with 
Iraq's alleged weapons of mass destruction. But 
there is virtually no sector of American society that 
supports a unilateral preemptive attack against Iraq 
without international support except the President's 
immediate clique, a few members of Congress in 
both parties, and the Air Force. 


The top uniformed military, except for the Air Force, 
have been widely reported to be extremely skeptical 
of such an effort. This summer they aroused the 
wrath of the pro-war clique by submitting estimates 
of troop requirements and casualties so high as to 
make the war seem too costly to pursue. While the 
military brass hasn't spoken against a unilateral 
attack on the record, their retired colleagues have 
done so forcefully. Top Republican military experts 
like Brent Scowcroft, many of them cronies of 
former President George Bush and formerly high 
officials in his Administration, spoke out against a 
unilateral attack. 


This summer, popular and Congressional support for 
the Bush war plans seemed overwhelming. But as 
members of Congress visited their districts in 
August they were met both by _ organized 
delegations opposing the war and by profound 
worry among their ordinary constituents. 
Democratic leaders announced hearings and no 
"rush to judgment" on war policy. As_ the 
Administration launched its war marketing 
campaign in September, floods of phone calls and 
e-mails to members of Congress led former 
Democratic Presidential candidate Al Gore and the 
leadership of the Democratic Party in Congress to 
end silence or reverse explicit support for Bush's 
policies. 


Most of the popular and elite opposition is not 
opposition to any attack on Iraq, but rather to an 
attack on Iraq without allies. Little of this opposition 
would have arisen had the rest of the world caved 
in to Bush Administration demands for support. But 
the global united front against a US war is 
transforming the balance of forces within this 
country. While panicky Democrats in Congress may 
pass a watered-down resolution authorizing war, US 
opinion is now clearly divided, and policy elite, 
especially the Vietnam-burned military, is strongly 
averse to going to war without broad popular 
support. If the international front holds, there is a 
real chance that a US attack can be averted. 


If the Security Council refuses to authorize US 
military action and the UN inspectors go to Iraq, 
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Bush Administration war promoters will have at 
least two big problems. Neither public nor elite 
opinion in the US is likely to support a unilateral, 
unprovoked attack. Neighboring states are more 
likely to be firm in their resolve not to let their 
countries be used as bases for US attacks on Iraq. 
(Bush's friend Ariel Sharon is also making it easier 
for them to just say no to US demands.) 


If a full-scale attack on Iraq becomes untenable, the 
Bush Administration will probably follow three 
tactics. First, it will try its best to undermine and 
discredit the UN inspection process; the faintest hint 
of Iraqi non- cooperation will be met with fresh 
attempts to initiate war. Second, it will expand the 
bombing it is conducting already. Third, it will look 
for new openings to bully or bribe other countries 
back into line. 


This indicates the probable next steps needed to 
contain US aggression. The tacit coalition of people 
and states opposing the US war on Iraq, acting 
through the UN, should demand that the US stop 
bombing Iraq while the inspection process goes 
forward. Of course the US will veto such a 
resolution, but the demonstrated international 
opposition will strengthen both popular and elite 
opposition in the US. "State-supported nonviolence" 
-- for example placement of foreign volunteers in 
Baghdad and other Iraqi cities with the support of 
their national governments -- might also provide a 
deterrent to US bombing. 


It is also essential that the inspection process go 
forward successfully. While it is impossible to know 
exactly what led Iraq to readmit inspectors, there 
was clearly at least a tacit quid pro quo that other 
countries would attempt to stave off an American 
attack. Iraq must be made to feel that it is safest if 
the inspection process proceeds successfully. After 
all, Iraq can reasonably feel that, by allowing 
inspection of its real or imagined weapons of mass 
destruction, it is giving up a significant deterrent to 
US attack. The containment coalition needs to 
indicate that it will try to protect Iraq from US 
attack as long as the inspection process goes 
forward, but that it will be much less able to do so if 
Iraq's cooperation is less than complete. 


Finally, it is necessary to block US efforts to bribe or 
bully other countries back into line. The Bush 
Administration's snub of German Prime Minister 
Schroeder in the aftermath of his reelection is only 
the publicly visible tip of the iceberg of Bush 
Administration bullying. There have been many 
journalistic references to other countries being 
offered a share of the spoils of war -- Iraq's oil, for 
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example, or the contracts for post-war 
reconstruction - as a quid pro quo for joining the US 
in the kill. 


Russia has indicated an interest in US acquiescence 
in a Russian attack on Georgia, justified as a means 
to root out Chechen rebels. Apparently this is a 
price the Bush Administration is not yet willing to 
pay. No doubt they would see it as giving the green 
light to restoration of the Russian empire - 
establishing Russia's right to ignore the new 
national boundaries that divide its once-and-future 
empire. But there is no telling what bribes they will 
be willing to offer if they find their way to war 
successfully blocked. 


The Bush people tend to think of the world as a 
football game, and their strategy is to knock off 
those who get in their way one at a time. In the 
long-run, containing them will require not just 
opposition by individual nations, but rather some 
more conscious form of collective security. There 
needs to be a global understanding that containing 
US power is a collective responsibility. This might be 
expressed, for example, in providing financial and 
other support for countries like Jordan that are 
being threatened with US reprisals if they refuse to 
serve as bases for war against Iraq. 


Another step could be to forcefully stigmatize any 
country selling out to the Bush Administration for 
such a "mess of pottage" as a share of the spoils of 
war, some supposed geopolitical concession, or (for 
poorer countries) cold cash. For a historical analogy, 
we might recall that the Western powers tried to 
keep Russia in World War | by means of scandalous 
secret treaties offering them other country's 
territory when the war was won. The exposure of 
those secret treaties may have done more than any 
other single act to destroy the legitimacy of the 
Russian regime. 


Most important of all is to continue the popular 
pressure on governments around the world. 
Movement pressure in Britain has already forced 
Tony Blair to publicly split with Bush over "regime 
change" and if it continues to grow will make British 
participation in a unilateral attack untenable; 
withdrawal of British support might well be the final 
nail in the coffin for US war plans. German popular 
opposition swung the election; it is leading 
American policy elites to fear that Bush policies are 
undermining European acquiescence in US global 
dominance. The fact that not one country in the 
world beside Britain has offered to help the US 
attack Iraq has a major impact on US opinion. 
Please, keep up the good work! 
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One of the central tasks for the tacit coalition of 
people and states opposing the US war on Iraq is to 
win the hearts and minds of the American people. 
Americans are still hurt and terrified by the 9/11 
attacks and easily led to support absurd policies 
sold as "“anti- terrorism." Nonetheless their views 
are volatile and conflicted. In a September 24 CBS 
News poll, 57 percent wanted the US to give the UN 
more time to get inspectors back into Iraq and 52 
percent thought the US_ should follow’ the 
recommendations of the UN when it comes to 
taking action against Iraq, instead of taking action 
on its own. 


National leaders and ordinary people around the 
world need to reach out to Americans and help 
them bring their government to its senses. An 
example: A delegation of British anti-war religious 
leaders is coming to the US to share with American 
religious communities their concerns about US 
threats against Iraq. Containment of Bush 
Administration aggression is - and should present 
itself - as pro-, not anti-, American. 


Ultimately, the issue here is far larger than the 
conflict between the US and Iraq. Bush's new policy 
document, "The National Security Strategy of the 
United States," which codifies previous 
pronouncements, indicates the megalomaniacal 
scope of the Administration's ambitions. The 
document notes, "The United States possesses 
unprecedented - and unequaled - strength." It 
proclaims that "we will not hesitate to act alone, if 
necessary, to exercise our right of self-defense by 
acting preemptively." The US will use its power for 
"convincing or compelling states" to accept what it 
calls "their sovereign responsibilities." 


This strategy for global domination is not limited to 
military matters, but proposes to shape the whole 
of global society and political economy. Indeed, the 
document goes so far as to declare that there is 
only "a single sustainable model for national 
success." 


Blocking the US attack on Iraq is a crucial step but 
only the first step in the containment of these 
awesome aspirations for global domination. It 
represents the emergence of a tacit but nonetheless 
real policy of collective security to contain US 
aggressiveness. If such collective security can be 
maintained, it bodes well for the containment of 
"pre- emptive aggression" in the future. And 
perhaps it will lay a foundation for addressing such 
other threats to collective security as _ global 
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warming, poverty, economic crisis, AIDS, and 
weapons of mass destruction. 


Nothing could be more in the genuine interest of the 
American people. 


Jeremy Brecher. 

Contact for this article. Nicola Bullard 
N.Bullard@focusweb.org - Focus on the Global 
South (FOCUS) - c/o CUSRI, Chulalongkorn 
University - Bangkok 10330 THAILAND - Tel: 662 
218 7363/7364/ 7365/7383 - Fax: 662 255 9976 - 
Web Page http://www. focusweb.org 








What is the world war against terror 
turning over? (The operation against 
Iraq) 


By Arzu Abdulayeva 


Any war assumes first of all limitation of citizens’ 
rights including freedom of speech and movement. 
We can observe it now on the continents scale. 


Secondly any war assumes creation of broad 
coalitions including not democratic countries. We 
can observe also this. As result of this, very often in 
the vanguard of the war against terror stand 
countries with totalitarian and authoritarian 
regimes, which generate terror themselves. 


In third, it is common that in a war always perish 
peace people. Peace people perished in Serbia and 
they will perish at dethronement of Saddam 
Hussein. How much does it coincide with ideas of 
humanity? The purpose justifies the means? 


In fourth, any war requires the enormous facilities 
and causes the enormous. destructions, the 
reconstruction of which cost incommensurably more 
than the facilities, which the world community is 
ready to finance to recover the economy and 
infrastructure of defeated country. We saw this in 
Serbia. 


In fifth, each military victory intensifies the 
positions and logic of that people and forces which 
prefer the forcible methods of all others. 


In sixth, the war against Iraq will require the 
revision of the majority still acting although 
noticeably ineffective international laws and _ will 
weaken the influence of UN. 


In-seventh, victorious war against dictatorial, but 
Moslem country will give the additional trump in 


4 


attac 


hands of that forces in the east, which look at 
history through prism of Moslem Christian 
opposition. 


In eighth, the arguments of those Arabic leaders, 
who see for the reason of militancy of Bush-younger 
to solve the electoral problems of Republican Party 
and economic problems of the USA with the use of 
the victorious war against Iraq, do not seem 
groundless. Now it is possible to consider such 
aspect, as moral look of democratic West in eyes of 
population of not democratic countries. For 
example, for Azerbaijan the West urgently 
recommends not to start the war with Armenia, 
occupied 15,7 % territory of country, and conduct 
the ongoing dialogue with her. We conduct though 
there is no result. Iraq is ready for dialogue with 
America, invites the American senators, and opens 
for inspection all their own civil and military objects. 
But Bush persists on dethronement of Saddam, 
affirms that he is a big danger for the whole world. 
Saddam is dictator, but no more, than Geydar 
Aliyev, with whom the USA co-operates. The 
populations of the Moslem countries see the moral 
relativism of the West and do the according 
conclusions. The west plaid the master in Asia and 
Africa for several ages. The populations of these 
continents search the origin of their current 
problems in the heritage of colonialism. Does now 
begin the new era of neocolonialism? 


There is the serious concern that with the fall of 
dictatorial regime of Saddam the Iraqi Republic will 
be disintegrated on three significant formation: 
Kurdistan on north, Central sounit Iraq and South 
shiite Iraq. Formation de facto, but can be, and de 
jure, first independent Kurdish state will become the 
catalyst of strong Kurdish separative movements in 
Syria, Turkey and Iran. If this occurs, the whole 
region will be in the center of wars for decades. 
Adieu in this case, and democracy, and civil 
liberties, and development, which incompatible with 
war. 


What is attitude for the expected intervention of the 
population Iraq itself? Differently. Part of the 
population, offended by Hussein's regime dreams of 
American army and forcible dethronement of 
dictator, assures that human losses will be 
minimum, folk will meet the American liberators 
with flowers, and in the most of Iraqi army will be 
anti-saddam_ revolt. Post-saddam history they 
imagine as idyll: Kurds, Arabs Sounits, Arabs 
Shiites, Turkmen, Aysors and other groups of 
population will create the Iraqi state on most 
democratic principles of federalism, tolerance, and 
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pluralism. Of cause, under the auspices of America 
and by accounts of gigantic oil incomes. 


On careful reminder of their own opponents about 
weaknesses of democratic traditions and skills in 
Iraqi society optimists answer with one argument - 
only Saddam Hussein and its nearest encirclement, 
are guilty in all of this but people thirst the 
democracy. How much adequate using force while 
still enough place for political methods? Why not to 
direct at least one tenth part of supposed gigantic 
military expenses (one hundred billion dollars!) to 
support of Iraqi democratic power, (including 
Islamic democrats!) both inwardly of the country, 
and in emigrations, to prepare the alternative 
command and program of development? Why not to 
finance powerful anti-saddam_ information war 
through satellites transmitted on the whole territory 
of Iraq? 


There are a lot of peace, not bloody methods of 
influence on dictator, including removing the 
inefficient blockade Iraq, encouragement of private 
sector, unconnected with Saddam’s clan at-Tikriti. 
On this subject a great deal can advise the Iraqi 
opposition itself if understands that the West is 
ready to support the Iraqi democracy by all means, 
but not only by war, artillery and ?ir-raids. 


Arzu Abdulayeva 
Contact for this article. | ulien.aitec@globenet.org 





Greenhouse Gangsters vs. Climate J ustice 
By Kenny Bruno, Joshua Karliner & China Brotsky 


Changing the climate affects 


everything. 


everyone and 


The common wisdom is that the modern consumer 
is at fault; excessive driving, homes packed with 
appliances, central heating and cooling, and failure 
to turn off the lights when leaving the house are 
what's ailing us. But the ability of the individual 
consumer to influence climate is dwarfed by the 
impact of giant corporations which explore for, 
extract, transport, refine and distribute oil which is 
the primary source of carbon dioxide emissions - by 
far the major greenhouse gas. Just 122 
corporations account for 80% of all carbon dioxide 
emissions. And just five private global oil 
corporations -- Exxon Mobil, BP Amoco, Shell, 
Chevron and Texaco -- produce oil that contributes 
some ten percent of the world's carbon emissions. 


While these five companies and their allies in 
Congress are busy blaming the American consumer 
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for massive energy consumption, or the 
"Developing World" for not taking adequate steps to 
curb global warming, the emissions from the fuel 
they produce exceed the total of all greenhouse 
gasses coming from Central America, South 
America and Africa combined! 


In addition to producing the oil which is bringing on 
global warming, these Greenhouse Gangsters 
contribute to and perpetuate the climate change 
dynamic in several other key ways: 


They are refiners and marketers of oil and gas. 
They use their political power to _ prevent 
technological transformation and maintain business 
as usual. 

They buy public and scientific opinion. 


What is climate justice? 


Climate Justice means, first of all, removing the 
causes of global warming and allowing the Earth to 
continue to nourish our lives and those of all living 
beings. This entails radically reducing emissions of 
carbon dioxide and other greenhouse gases. 


Climate Justice means opposing’ destruction 
wreaked by the Greenhouse Gangsters at every 
step of the production and distribution process -- 
from a moratorium on new oil exploration, to 
stopping the poisoning of communities by refinery 
emissions -- from drastic domestic reductions in 
auto emissions, to the promotion of efficient and 
effective public transportation. 


Climate Justice means that while all countries 
should participate in the drastic reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions, the _ industrialized 
nations, which historically and currently are most 
responsible for global warming, should lead the 
transformation. The United States, which emits 
about 25 percent of greenhouse gasses, must in 
particular be at the forefront of this transformation. 


Ultimately, Climate J ustice means holding fossil fuel 
corporations accountable for the central role they 
play in contributing to global warming. This signifies 
challenging these companies at every level -- from 
the production and marketing of the fossil fuels 
themselves, to their underhanded political influence, 
to their PR prowess, to the unjust "solutions" they 
propose, to the fossil fuel-based globalization they 
are driving. Climate Justice means stripping 
transnational corporations of the tremendous power 
they hold over our lives, and in its place building 
democracy at the local, national and international 
levels. 
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Globalization supports the interests of transnational 
oil corporations in at least four key ways: 


MERGER MANIA, which is sweeping the industry, is 
one way. This consolidation is occurring as the big 
corporations attempt to increase their 
competitiveness in the world economy. 


STRUCTURAL ADJ USTMENT PROGRAMS, imposed by 
the World Bank and IMF, are a second support for 
the oil transnationals. 


State-owned oil companies have formed joint 
ventures with private sector companies. Mobil's 
joint’ venture with PDVSA for exploration in 
Venezuela's Orinoco Delta is one example. 


FREE TRADE AND INVESTMENT AGREEMENTS and 
institutions, such as NAFTA and the World Trade 
Organization (WTO), are the third plank of 
globalization that supports the oil industry. For 
example, NAFTA -- the North American Free Trade 
Agreement -- promotes the oil industry over 
ecological sustainability in two key ways. First, it 
explicitly encourages governments to subsidize oil 
and gaS mega-projects by exempting these 
subsidies from challenge as "unfair barriers to 
trade." Meanwhile, NAFTA gives no such protection 
to government support for energy efficiency, 
conservation or alternatives -- leaving clean energy 
exposed to the whims of NAFTA's secretive, 
undemocratic dispute resolution panels. Under the 
guise of "free" trade, NAFTA also virtually eliminates 
countries’ ability to control the development of their 
energy resources for export markets -- in essence 
threatening to make Canada and Mexico virtual 
"resource colonies" for the United States' nearly 
insatiable energy demand. 


Meanwhile the WTO is lowering barriers to trade 
and investment around the world, and encouraging 
the expansion of countries’ increasing dependency 
on fossil fuel based transportation, agricultural and 
energy development. This creates ever expanding 
markets for the oil industry. 


Of course, it is no coincidence that fossil fuel 
industry associations and corporations, including 
Greenhouse Gangster Texaco dominate the official 
US government trade advisory committee for 
energy issues. There are no human rights, labor or 
environmental groups on this committee, and only 
one renewable energy industry association. By 
contrast there are fourteen oil, gas, electric utility 
and mining companies and industry associations on 
the committee. 
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The WTO can also be used to stifle countries’ efforts 
to comply with the Kyoto climate treaty. For 
instance, the US and the European Union are 
threatening to go after Japan's new fuel efficiency 
standards -- rules that are designed to reduce 
carbon dioxide emissions -- as unfair barriers to 
trade.Government subsidies for energy efficiency, 
"green" government purchasing programs, and 
government labeling of goods whose production 
contributes to climate change are all at risk of being 
struck down by the WTO. 


NEW FRONTIERS, including ecologically fragile 
areas, are opened up to oil exploration by 
globalization. As free trade and investment accords 
tear down _ international economic _ barriers, 
transnational corporations are rushing into a 
number of new areas. The Greenhouse Gangsters 
are amassing cash to expand their reach to the 
developing countries of the South, to the remote 
rainforests, to the deep sea, to the forbidding 
Arctic, literally "to the ends of the earth." 


Oil exploration is monumentally expensive. Even 
with record low oil prices, in 1998 the industry 
spent $88 billion in exploration. Even Shell and BP 
agree, on paper, that renewables are the wave of 
the future. Yet Big Oil's long-term strategy is still 
dictated by the urge to explore. Why? 


The reason is we have too much oil. This is true in 
the short term, as the glut of 1998 and OPEC's 
decision to curtail production in early 1999 showed. 
But it is also true in the long term. The scientists of 
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(IPCC) estimate that in order to stabilize CO2 
concentrations at current levels we would need to 
cut back on carbon emissions by some 60%. There 
is simply no way to do this without a massive 
cutback on fossil fuel consumption and development 
of alternate energy. The world's proven oil and gas 
reserves, if fully exploited, would far exceed the 
earth's capacity to absorb carbon emissions. In 
other words, it is impossible to safely burn even the 
fossil fuels we already have, let alone those still 
undiscovered. Yet the oil giants continue their 
expensive and destructive search for new oil and 
gas fields, even in some of the most remote places 
on the planet. 


The Realpolitik of Pollution Trading 

To prevent climate change, reducing fossil fuel use 
is the crux of the matter. Yet the US government 
and industry have gone to great lengths to come up 
with schemes to avoid or delay doing just that while 
still getting credit for carbon reductions. These 
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schemes are based on the principle of emissions 
trading. 


In its broadest sense, trading takes several forms, 
which are known as Flexible Mechanisms under the 
Kyoto Protocol. These include J oint Implementation 
and the Clean Development Mechanism (CDM). 
Joint Implementation allows the industrialized 
countries to buy the credit for another country's 
reductions rather than having to reduce emissions 
at the source. The CDM allows the industrialized 
countries to avoid domestic reductions in exchange 
for participating in developing country projects 
which would produce lower emissions’ than 
otherwise would have been emitted. For example, 
the US could buy "credit" for carbon absorbed by 
carbon "sinks," like forests, in the South, or for 
global warming gas reductions in the former Soviet 
Union, where economic downturn is causing 
reductions anyway. 


Experience with emissions trading in air pollution 
has shown that pollution trading can create 
phantom reductions, reward the worst historical 
polluters, promote fraud, and undermine technology 
innovation. Emissions trading schemes do not 
address the local polluting effects of carbon emitting 
facilities like refineries, and the trading system puts 
southern countries at a disadvantage when they 
begin making carbon cuts, since the easiest cuts will 
have already been purchased and credited to 
northern countries. 


The Greenhouse Gangsters are by no means the 
only proponents of emissions trading as a solution 
to climate change. It is supported by some 
environment groups such as Environmental Defense 
Fund and Union of Concerned Scientists. But to an 
extent, this support reflects the realpolitik of climate 
change. It presupposes that we cannot force the 
fossil fuel industry to change if we cannot make it 
profitable to do so, and this assumption is based on 
the knowledge of the industry's tremendous power. 
Questions of justice and fairness become secondary 
in the realpolitik calculation. Trading schemes, as 
one columnist puts it, provide a "pretense of action 
to the public while giving winking assurance to 
industry that the status quo is not disturbed." 


The embrace of emissions trading as a solution 
reflects the desperate lengths to which the US 
government feels it must go to avoid and delay 
making actual reductions in our dependence on 
fossil fuels and our emissions of carbon. The 
emissions trading system allows the least challenge 
to the power of the Greenhouse Gangsters and their 
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allies, while undermining the creation of real 
solutions to climate change. 


A Climate Justice approach to solving the global 
warming problem would, at its core, develop 
solutions that promoted economic and 
environmental justice between communities and 
between nations. Central to this approach is the 
principle of Just Transition, which would set aside 
funds to finance the transition for workers and 
communities dependent on the fossil fuel industry. 
Such a transition would promote investment, 
worker training and community development based 
on sustainability and justice. 


A similar transition needs to be fostered at the 
international level, whereby Southern nations are 
given support to transition their economies away 
from fossil fuels. For instance, technology for 
ecologically sound energy development should be 
made available to the poorer countries for little or 
no cost, rather than being held hostage to corporate 
driven intellectual property and patent regimes. 


Climate J ustice also requires that adequate support 
be given to the victims of global warming -- 
especially environmental refugees who have lost 
access to their land, homes, food, health and work 
as aresult of global warming. 


Prevention of climate change could impact workers 
in fossil fuel-intensive industries and neighboring 
communities hardest if there is no parallel effort to 
foster a Just Transition. Also, as we have seen, 
some of the proposed "solutions," like pollution 
trading, are not only unproven but also inequitable, 
as they allow local communities to become toxic 
sacrifice zones for the rest of the planet, while 
letting countries like the US delay true emissions 
reductions. Solutions that force countries of the 
South to bear an undue burden are unjust as well. 
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Reverse the dynamics of corporate-led, fossil fuel 
based globalization 

Currently, corporate led globalization is fostering 
investment opportunities and new markets for the 
fossil fuel industry. International trade and 
investment agreements like NAFTA and the WTO, 
along with multilateral lending institutions like the 
World Bank/IMF, have created the global economic 
structures that are advancing both corporate profits 
and global warming. 


Climate Justice requires that the world economy 
serve interests of human rights and _ the 
environment, not corporate bottom line. For 
starters, international labor standards from the ILO, 
the Universal Declaration on Human Rights and UN- 
brokered international environmental agreements 
like the Kyoto Protocol must take precedence over 
the institutions of globalization like the WTO. The 
World Bank and other lending institutions must 
reverse their policies subsidizing fossil fuel-based 
globalization. 


True Climate Justice requires that the Kyoto 
Protocol specifically focus at the root of the problem 
-- the 122 corporations that produce 80 percent of 
the fossil fuel which winds up as carbon dioxide in 
the Earth's atmosphere. Climate J ustice also means 
that the central corporate contribution to global 
warming be publicly identified on a global scale. 
There are many creative ways to do this. For 
instance, in 1998 members of the European 
Parliament proposed that hurricanes should be 
renamed to reflect this corporate role. Thus 
Hurricane Mitch might have been called Hurricane 
Shell, while Hurricane Floyd might instead have 
been called Hurricane Exxon-Mobil... 


Contact for this article and_ full 
http: //www.corpwatch.org 
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(*) coorditrad@attac.org is the email address of an international group of volunteers who coordinate 700 
translators worldwide. You can be part of this group and share your language expertise by helping us publish 
articles and documents. J ust contact them for further details. 





